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REMARKS/ARgUMENTS 

ATnendments to the claims restricting the latanoprost concentration 
are supported by the description of the present specification, in 
Examples (see Examples showing ophthalmic solution comprising 
latanoprost having a concentration of 0-005% (W/V) ) e,g. see new 
claims 9 and 10. In Claims 1 and 5, the concentration of 
latanoprost is limited to 0.005 to 0.01% (W/V) . 

Claims 1-3 and 5-7 are rejected as anticipated by Dean et al , 

However, Dean et al, merely disclose in Examples an ophthalmic 
solution comprising FP-agonists having a concentration of O.OOX 
wt%, but Dean et al. do not disclose an ophthalmic solution 
comprising FP-agonists having any other concentration. In the 
first place. Dean et al . merely describe latanoprost as one of the 
FP-agonists, and do not describe an ophthalmic solution comprising 
latanoprost. Moreover, Dean et al . do not describe or suggest at 
all an ophthalmic . solution comprising latanoprost having a 
concentration of 0.005 to 0.01% (W/V) . Withdrawal of the 
anticipation rejection is therefore respectfully requested. 

The claims are rejected as unpatentable over Dean in view of The 
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Patent Abstract of Japan. 

The Patent Abstract of Japan does not provide the teaching missing 
from Dean, nor does it render the concentration modification 
obvious , 

Dean et al, do not describe or suggest at all the problem of white 
turbidity due to a change in formulation. Therefore, motivation 
which leads to the present invention, wherein the problem that is 
not known in Dean et al, is solved, cannot possibly exist in Dean 
et al . Moreover, it is not obvious even for the person skilled in 
the art to obtain the advantageous effects of the present 
invention, which is to prevent white turbidity, by changing the in 
formulation to that required by the present claims. Combining Dean 
with the Patent Abstract of Japan provides no reason for the 
modification or expectation for the present invention object to be 
attained. 

Withdrawal of the obviousness rejection and allowance of the 
application are respectfully requested. 
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In view of the above, the rejections are avoided. Allowance of the 
application is therefore respectfully requested. 



Frishauf, Holtz, Goodman 

& Chick, P.C. 
220 Fifth Ave.; 16th Floor 
New York, NY 10001-7708 
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Fax No. : (212) 319-5101 
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